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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Amended claims 1 - 14 of the instant application having Application No. 10/541,689 
filed on 7/7/2005 is presented for examination by the examiner. 

Examiner Notes 

2. Examiner cites particular columns and line numbers in the references as applied to the 
claims below for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations are 
representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the 
individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested that, 
in preparing responses, the applicant fully consider the references in entirety as potentially 
teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by 
the prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 

Oath/Declaration 

3. The applicant's oath/declaration has been reviewed by the examiner and is found to 
conform to the requirements prescribed in 37 C.F.R. 1.63. 

Priority 

4. As required by M.P.E.P. 20 1 .14(c), acknowledgement is made of applicant's claim for 
priority based on applications filed on January 9, 2004 (France 03 00188). 

Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which papers 
have been placed of record in the file. 
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Drawings 

5. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(5) because they 
include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the description: "2" (see Figure 1 
& Figure 2). Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d), or amendment to 
the specification to add the reference character(s) in the description in compliance with 37 CFR 
1 . 121(b) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any 
amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet 
submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not 
accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective 
action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

6. As required by M.P.E.P. 609, the applicant's submissions of the Information Disclosure 
Statements dated 3/13/2006 and 2/3/2009 are acknowledged by the examiner and the cited 
references have been considered in the examination of the claims now pending. 

Claim Objections 

7. Claims 2-6 and 10-14 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 2 is objected to because of the limitation "the result of the processing of the data" 
in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
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examination, the Examiner interprets "the result of the processing of the data" to mean "a result 
of a processing of the data". 

Claim 3 is objected to because of the limitation "the course of the data writing step" in 
line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination, the Examiner interprets "the course of the data writing step" to mean "a course of a 
data writing step". 

Claim 3 is objected to because of the limitation "the course of the data writing step" in 
line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination, the Examiner interprets "the course of the data writing step" to mean "a course of a 
data writing step". 

Claim 3 is objected to because of the limitation "the location of the presentation 
description data" in lines 4-5. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. For purposes of examination, the Examiner interprets "the location of the presentation 
description data" to mean "a location of the presentation description data". 

Claim 4 is a dependent of claim 3, and therefore is objected to for the reasons above. 

Claim 5 is objected to because of the limitation "the characteristics of said peripheral" in 
line 3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
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examination, the Examiner interprets "the characteristics of said peripheral" to mean 
"characteristics of said peripheral". 

Claim 6 is objected to because of the limitation "the characteristics of the peripheral" in 
line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination, the Examiner interprets "the characteristics of the peripheral" to mean 
"characteristics of said peripheral". 

Claim 6 is objected to because of the limitation "the communication protocol" in line 3. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination, the Examiner interprets "the communication protocol" to mean "a communication 
protocol". 

Claim 10 is objected to because of the limitations "the set of data hosted within the 
server" in line 4; "the content description data" in lines 4-5; "the location of a content description 
data presentation description file" in lines 5-6; "the name of this file" in line 6; "the presentation 
description file" in lines 7-8. There are insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the 
claim. 

Claims 11-14 are dependent claims of claim 10, and therefore are objected for the reasons 

above. 
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Claim 14 is objected to because of the limitations "the X-HTML language" and "the CSS 
language" in lines 2-3. There are insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
Also, claim 14 contain abbreviations, but does not contain the references they are abbreviating 
(i.e., "X-HTML" and "CSS"). 

Claim 14 is objected to because of the limitation "the presentation description language" 
in line 3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of 
examination, the Examiner interprets "the presentation description language" to mean "a 
presentation description language". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international 
application designated the United States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English 
language. 

9. Claims 1-5, 7-11, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Lenz et al. (US 7,339,690) (hereinafter Lenz). 
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As per claim 1, Lenz discloses a method of managing a peripheral (see 3:3-12) 
comprising: 

transmitting data written by means of a content description language (e.g., "HTML" or 
"XML", see 4:1-2) to the peripheral; (see 3:13-16, 3:64-4:2, 5:44-49, 6:41-46) 

interpreting the data by means of interpretation software (e.g., "browser", see 4:14-15, 
4:22-23, 6:43-47) hosted within the peripheral; and (see 5:44-49, 7:28-8:20, 8:48-51) 

translating the interpreted data into data for controlling the peripheral by means of a 
driver hosted within the peripheral (see 4:24-67, 9:42-50, 9:57-63, 10:58-1 1 :37). 

As per claim 2, Lenz discloses the method of managing a peripheral as claimed in claim 
1, [see rejection to claim 1 above] wherein the result of the processing of the data by the 
interpretation software is stored in a means of storage of the peripheral (see 4:27-35, 6:15-19, 
6:65-7:2). 

As per claim 3, Lenz discloses the method of managing a peripheral as claimed in claim 
1, [see rejection to claim 1 above] wherein in the course of the data writing step, the data is 
separated (e.g., "parsed", see 7:28-31) into content description data and presentation description 
data, (see 5:44-49, 7:28-8:20, 8:48-51) and included within the content description data is an 
addressing indicating the location of the presentation description data of said content description 
data, (see 5:37-41, 6:19-38, 8:48-51, 9:3-22) and in that the interpretation step comprises a step 
of retrieving the addressed presentation description data (see 5:37-41, 6:19-38, 8:48-51, 9:3-22). 
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As per claim 4, Lenz discloses the method of managing a peripheral as claimed in claim 

3, [see rejection to claim 3 above] wherein the data written by means of the content description 
language are hosted in a server (see 5:37-41, 6:19-38, 6:65-7:2, 8:48-51, 9:3-22) and in that the 
presentation description data are stored in said server identified by the addressing (see 5:37-41, 
6:19-38,6:65-7:2,8:48-51,9:3-22). 

As per claim 5, Lenz discloses the method of managing a peripheral as claimed in claim 

4, [see rejection to claim 4 above] wherein the presentation description data are transmitted to the 
peripheral as a function of the characteristics of said peripheral (see 5:37-41, 6:19-38, 6:65-7:2, 
7:40-8:20, 8:48-9:22). 

As per claim 7, Lenz discloses the method of managing a peripheral as claimed in claims 
1, [see rejection to claim 1 above] wherein the content description language is a hypertext 
markup language (e.g., "HTML" or "XML", see 4:1-2, 5:44-49, 6:41-46). 

As per claim 8, Lenz discloses the method of managing a peripheral as claimed in claims 
1, [see rejection to claim 1 above] wherein the interpretation software is a web browser (e.g., 
"browser", see 4:14-15, 4:22-23, 5:44-49, 6:43-47, 7:28-8:20, 8:48-51). 

As per claim 9, Lenz discloses a computer system comprising at least one computer and a 
printer that are attached in a network, (see Figure 2; see 3:44-4:13) wherein 
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the computer comprises means for transmitting data written in a content description 
language (e.g., "HTML" or "XML", see 4:1-2) to the printer, and (see 3:13-16, 3:64-4:2, 5:44- 
49, 6:41-46) 

in that the printer comprises software for interpreting the data transmitted (see 4:14-15, 
4:22-23, 5:44-49, 6:43-47, 7:28-8:20, 8:48-51) and a printer driver for translating the interpreted 
data into the form of printing control data (see 4:24-67, 9:42-50, 9:57-63, 10:58-11 :37). 

As per claim 10, Lenz discloses the computer system as claimed in claim 9, [see rejection 
to claim 9 above] further comprising a server hosting the data written in a content description 
language, (see 5:37-41, 6:19-38, 6:65-7:2, 8:48-51, 9:3-22) a set of respective presentation 
description files corresponding to the set of data hosted within the server, (see 5:37-41, 6:19-38, 
6:65-7:2, 8:48-51, 9:3-22) and in that the content description data comprise an addressing 
indicating the location of a content description data presentation description file stored in the 
server and the name of this file, (see 5:37-41, 6:19-38, 8:48-51, 9:3-22) and in that the 
interpretation software comprises means for retrieving the presentation description file on the 
server on the basis of said addressing (see 5:37-41, 6:19-38, 8:48-51, 9:3-22). 

As per claim 11, Lenz discloses the computer system as claimed in claim 10, [see 
rejection to claim 10 above] wherein the printer comprises means for communicating identifying 
characteristics of said printer to the server, (see 5:37-41, 6:19-38, 6:65-7:2, 7:40-8:20, 8:48-9:22) 
and in that the server comprises means for processing the characteristics of the printer so as to 
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transmit thereto a version of the presentation description file corresponding to the characteristics 
of the printer (see 5:37-41, 6:19-38, 6:65-7:2, 7:40-8:20, 8:48-9:22). 

As per claim 13, Lenz discloses the computer system as claimed in claims 10, [see 
rejection to claim 10 above] wherein the addressing of the data description file is a URL address 
(see 5:37-41, 6:19-38, 8:48-51, 9:3-22). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 6 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lenz et 
al. (US 7,339,690) (hereinafter Lenz) in view of Knauft et al. (US 6,654,754) (hereinafter 
Knauft). 

As per claim 6, Lenz discloses the method of managing a peripheral as claimed in claim 
5, [see rejection to claim 5 above] wherein the characteristics of the peripheral are conveyed by a 
message of the communication protocol used to convey the data (see 5:37-41, 6:19-38, 6:65-7:2, 
7:40-8:20, 8:48-9:22) but fails to disclose expressly a header of a message. 

However, Knauft discloses a header of a message (see 7:33-54). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the HTTP protocol for the object based messaging as described by Lenz with the 
HTTP header as taught by Knauft because it would provide for the purpose of defining how 
messages are formatted and transmitted, and what actions should be taken in response to various 
commands (see Knauft 7:21-26). 

As per claim 12, Lenz discloses the computer system as claimed in claim 11, [see 
rejection to claim 1 1 above] wherein the characteristics of the printer are conveyed by an HTTP 
hypertext transfer protocol (see 5:37-41, 6:19-38, 6:65-7:2, 7:40-8:20, 8:48-9:22) but fails to 
disclose expressly a header of an HTTP hypertext transfer protocol. 

However, Knauft discloses a header of an HTTP hypertext transfer protocol (see 7:33- 

54). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the HTTP protocol for the object based messaging as described by Lenz with the 
HTTP header as taught by Knauft because it would provide for the purpose of defining how 
messages are formatted and transmitted, and what actions should be taken in response to various 
commands (see Knauft 7:21-26). 

12. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lenz et al. (US 
7,339,690) (hereinafter Lenz) in view of Gebert et al. (US 2002/01 1 1963) (hereinafter Gebert). 
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As per claim 14, Lenz discloses the computer system as claimed in claims 10, [see 
rejection to claim 10 above] wherein the content description language is the X-HTML language 
(e.g., "XML", see 4:1-2, 5:44-49, 6:41-46) but fails to disclose expressly the presentation 
description language is the CSS language. 

However, Gebert discloses the presentation description language is the CSS language 
(see [0023], [0044]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine a data type definition as described by Lenz with the Cascading Style Sheet as taught 
by Gebert because it would provide for the purpose of creating interchangeable, structured 
documents, and allowing optimal rendering at the output device via page-by-page basis without 
having to transform an entire document (see Gebert [0016], [0044]). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shih-Wei Kraft whose telephone number is (571) 270-3388. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday 6:30 AM to 3:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the above noted Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
Examiner's supervisor, Hyung Sough, can be reached at the following telephone number: (571) 
272-6799. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
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from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions 
on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 



/Hyung S. Sough/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2194 
03/28/10 

/S. K./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2194 



